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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1 to 18 have been examined. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b). by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 6 to 16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
unpatentable by Luchs et al. (U.S. Patent No.4,831,526). 

A. As per clai m 1, Luchs et al. discloses a method for pricing and selling Family 
Protector Insurance comprising: 

i. receiving information relative to the proposed purchase of Family 
Protector Insurance (Luchs et al.; col. 3, lines 9-12); 

ii. determining the price of the Family Protector Insurance (Luchs et 
al.; col.3, lines 34-36); 

iii. conveying the price (Luchs et al.; col.3, lines 34-38) and policy 
terms (Luchs et al.; col.3, line 66 to col.4, line 1) to the party interested in 
purchasing Family Protector Insurance. 
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B. As per clai m 6, Luchs et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising the step of inputting the information into a computer or agent terminal 
(Luchs et al.; col.3, lines 17-21). 

C. As per claim 7, Luchs et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising the step of inputting the information into a computer or agent terminal 
(Luchs et al.; col.3, lines 17-21) and of conveying the information to the insurer 
via computer network (Luchs et al.; col.2, lines 59-64). 

D. As per claim 8, Luchs et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the step 
of receiving information relative to the proposed purchase of Family Protector 
Insurance is accomplished by receiving the information via a computer network 
(Luchs et al.; col.2, lines 59-64 and col.3, lines 34-36). 

E. As per clai m 9, Luchs et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising the steps of conveying information to the insured (Luchs et al.; col.3, 
lines 34-38). 

F. As per claim 10, Luchs et al. discloses the method of claim 1, further 
comprising the steps of conveying information to the insured wherein the step of 
conveying the information to the insurer includes conveying the information via 
computer network (Luchs et al.; col.3, lines 34-38 and col.2 , lines 59-64). 

G. As per claim 1 1 , Luchs et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
step of receiving information relative to the proposed purchase of Family 
Protector Insurance is accomplished by an insurance agent obtaining the 
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information from the party interested in purchasing the Family Protector 
Insurance (Luchs et al.; col. 3, lines 17-29). 

H. As per claim 12, Luchs et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
step of determining is accomplished by a computer program calculating the price 
based upon the information received (Luchs et a!.; col. 5, lines 43-50 and col. 3, 
lines 34-36). 

I. As per claim 13, Luchs et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
step of conveying the purchase price is accomplished by conveying the purchase 
price to the party interested in purchasing Family Protector Insurance through a 
computer network (Luchs et al.; col. 2, lines 59-64 and col. 3, lines 34-38). 

J. As per claim 14, Luchs et al. discloses the methods of claims 1 , further 
comprising the step of receiving a request to purchase Family protector 
Insurance (Luchs et al.; col. 3, lines 9-12). 

K. As per clai m 15, Luchs et al. discloses a data processing apparatus for 
determining a price for Family Protector Insurance comprising: 

i. a central controller having a CPU and a memory operatively 
connected to the CPU (Luchs et al.; col. 2, lines 59-64); 

ii. at least one terminal connected to the central controller that is 
adapted for communicating with the central controller (Luchs et al,; col. 2, 
lines 59-64 and col.3, lines 34-36); 

iii. the memory in the central controller containing a program (Luchs et 
al.; col.2, lines 59-64 and col. 5, lines 43-50), adapted to be executed by 
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the CPU, for determining a price for Family Protector Insurance based 
upon information received by the central controller (Luchs et al.; col. 3, 
lines 34-36). 

L. As per claim 16, Luchs et al. discloses the apparatus of claim 15, wherein the 
program in the memory is adapted to receive a request to purchase Family 
Protector Insurance (Luchs et al.; col. 3, lines 9-12). 

M. As per claim 18, Luchs et al. discloses a data processing apparatus for selling 
Family Protector Insurance comprising a terminal adapted to communicate with a 
central controller that calculates a price of the Family Protector Insurance (Luchs 
et al.; col. 3, lines 34-38). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Luchs et al. (U.S. Patent No.4,831,526) in view of Mitcham (U.S. Patent No. 5,537,315). 

A. As per clai m 2, Luchs et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the step 
of receiving information includes receiving name (Luchs et al.; col. 3, lines 21-29) 
and social security number. 

Luchs et al. fails to expressly teach the receive the social security number, 
per se, since it appears that Luchs et al. is more directed to obtain any 
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information necessary in providing a policy and premium quotation. 
However, this feature is well known in the art, as evidenced by Mitcham 
In particular, Mitcham discloses a method and apparatus for issuing 
insurance from kiosk, which user enters name, address and telephone 
number (Mitcham; col.6, lines 31-34 ) wherein company requests social 
security number (Mitcham; col.6, lines 39-43). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the obtaining any information 
necessary in providing a policy and premium quotation with the requesting 
social security number with the motivation of the additional information 
needed by the company (Mitcham; col. 6, lines 39-41). 
B. As per clai m 17, Luchs et al. discloses the apparatus of claim 15, wherein the 
program in the memory is adapted to receive a request to purchase Family 
Protector Insurance (Luchs et al.; col. 3, lines 9-12) and where the program is 
further adapted to perform a credit card transaction to purchase the insurance to 
the purchasing party. 

Luchs et al. fails to expressly teach to perform a credit card transaction, 
per se, since it appears that Luchs et al. is more directed to appraising the 
customer the cost of the insurance. However, this feature is well known in 
the art, as evidenced by Mitcham. 

In particular, Mitcham discloses a method and apparatus for issuing 
insurance from kiosk, which is an interactive multimedia kiosk (Mitcham; 
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col. 3, lines 31-35) wherein, the kiosk includes a credit card entry system 
(Mitcham; coL3, lines 34-37). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the appraising the customer the 
cost of the insurance with a credit card entry system with the motivation of 
the user selection to pay for the insurance with a credit card (Mitcham; col. 
4, lines 23-25). 

6. Claims 3 to 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Luchs et al. (U.S. Patent No.4,831,526) in view of Lynch et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6.901,384). 

A. As per clai m 3, Luchs et al. discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the step 
of receiving information includes receiving a copy of the court ordered divorce 
decree. 

Luchs et al. fails to expressly teach to receive a copy of the court ordered 
divorce decree, per se, since it appears that Luchs et al. is more directed 
to obtain information such as insured's name, address and any other 
information necessary (Luchs et al.; col. 3, lines 25-29). However, this 
feature is well known in the art, as evidenced by Lynch et al.. 
In particular. Lynch et al. discloses a system and method for automated 
process of deal structuring wherein, miscellaneous stipulations include 
requiring the customer to provide a copy of the divorce decree (Lynch et 
al.; col.24, lines 40-44). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the obtaining information such as 
insured's name, address and any other information necessary with 
requiring the customer to provide a copy of the divorce decree with the 
motivation of the offeror or insurer to determine the stipulations that apply 
to the customer (Lynch et al.; col. 24, lines 12-16). 
B. As per clai m 4, Luchs et al. discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the step 
of receiving information includes receiving a copy of the court order containing 
the child support award. 

Luchs et al. fails to expressly teach to receive a copy of the court ordered 
child support award, per se, since it appears that Luchs et al. is more 
directed to obtain information such as insured's name, address and any 
other information necessary (Luchs et al.; col. 3, lines 25-29). However, 
this feature is well known in the art, as evidenced by Lynch et al.. 
In particular, Lynch et al. discloses a system and method for automated 
process of deal structuring wherein, miscellaneous stipulations include 
requiring the customer to provide a copy of the divorce decree (Lynch et 
al.; col.24, lines 40-44) and also exemplary documentation such as 
alimony and child support (Lynch et al.; table 22). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the obtaining information such as 
insured's name, address and any other information necessary with 
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requiring the customer to provide a copy of the divorce decree with the 
motivation of the offeror or insurer to determine the stipulations that apply 
to the customer (Lynch et al.; col. 24, lines 12-16). 
C. As per claim 5, Luchs et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the step 
of receiving information includes receiving a copy of the court ordered alimony 
award. 

The obviousness of modifying the teaching of Luchs et al to include 
receiving a copy of the court ordered alimony award (as taught by Lynch 
et al.) is as addressed above in the rejection of claim 4 and incorporated 
herein. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited but not used prior art teach "Method and apparatus for 
insuring the funding of a future liability of uncertain cost" 4,839,804, "Life insurance 
method, and system" 5,752,236, "Method and apparatus for providing professional 
liability coverage" 5,752,237, "Method for combining loan with key employee life 
insurance" 5,966,693, "Apparatus and method for transacting marketing and sales of 
financial products" 5,987,434, "Method and system for processing and recording the 
transactions in a medical savings fund account" 6,044,352, "System and method for 
real-time rating, underwriting and policy issuance" 2002/0091550, "Systems and 
methods for a personal, universal, integrated organizer for legacy planning and storage" 
2002/0111946. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dilek B. Cobanoglu whose telephone number is 571- 
272-8295. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-4:30. 

9. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on 571-272-6776. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

10. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Dilek B. Cobanoglu 
Art Unit 3626 




